As we know, compromises on other points included in the bill might 
become actual if not unavoidable if the government parties start 
supporting changes raised by the industry, hence changing their 
current position of "we stay firm behind our bill and want no changes". 

Best Regards 

Johan 
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Johan, 

Please review the following summary, make any changes you 
deem appropriate and forward to concerned parties. 

A meeting of representatives of the international tobacco 
companies doing business in Sweden was held yesterday to 
discuss possible responses to Sections 9, 15 and 17 of 
the proposed Tobacco Act in Sweden. A meeting is 
scheduled for 9:00 a.m. April 23 at PM - Stockholm for 
the international companies to present their views to 
Swedish Tobacco to solicit their support. 

The discussion focused on the requirements of Section 15 
that tobacco companies could be compelled to conduct 
scientific investigations to determine if "the chemical 
and toxicological properties of the product have 
hazardous effects". There was agreement that we should 
seek to amend this Section by adding the language "using 
internationally accepted scientific methods". The 
proposed amendment would appear to impose a stricter 
requirement on the types of research investigations that 
would meet the obligations of Section 15; however, there 
are very few internationally accepted scientific methods 
available and the practical effect would be to limit the 
kinds of investigations that could be required under the 
Section. There was also discussion regarding a second 
amendment to Section 15 to delete the language "and other 
information" from the last sentence as this arguably 
could require that the tobacco companies provide to the 
Swedish government existing research and test results 
and proprietary information. There was no final agreement 
on the second proposed amendment. 

It was also agreed that a scientific consultant of 
Rothmans should approach the chief toxicology consultant 
to the Swedish government, Dr. Slorak (sp ?), to prepare 
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him to endorse (if asked) the principle that the law 
should require only investigations "using internationally 
accepted scientific methods". 

It was further decided that the Lagerlof firm should 
draft justifications for the proposed amendment which 
would include the concept that government must consult 
with tobacco industry scientists in determining what 
constitutes "internationally accepted scientific 
methods". 

If Swedish Tobacco agrees to this approach, the plan is 
to use their contacts on the Standing Committee on Social 
Questions to propose the amendment. 

Finally, there was agreement that Lagerlof be asked to 
draft a general industry statement opposing the 
legislation. It would generally say that we do not accept 
the basic premises of the bill regarding smoking and 
health issues but would not provide detailed 
argumentation. The statement would probably reference the 
earlier submissions to the Magnusson Commission. The 
filing of such a general opposition statement would allow 
the government to say it passed the proposal over the 
objections of the tobacco industry. 

The final strategies and drafting instructions to the 
Lagerlof firm, hopefully, will be determined at 
tomorrow’s industry meeting at PM - Stockholm. 

Regards. 

Tony Andrade 

cc: HARDCOPY—#PRINTER 
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